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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO :As8l8tanb Director, Scientific IntelUgsaca date: 4 April 1953 



fAOM : Chief, Applied Scleace Dlvlaloa, SI 

SUBJECT: 03 Lsttero Deling ‘tfltli Uoldentifled Flying C3bjects ,_ 



R2FE3S3TCSS; (l) Letter to Director, CIA, frca Leoa Davidaoa, dated 

11 I-Iarch 1956 ^ . • 

( 2 ) Letter to Dire c tor, ^CIA,^rlr<» Donald E, Keytoe, Director 

of National laWstl^tioas^CccaitteT on Aerlal PhencDena =^:i 



1. Aa a result of the action taken by the IAC^qi 4 DecMsberll 

1952 (lAC-M- 90 , I^iragraph 3a), a Scientific InteHigsaceT Advisory 
Fsnel vaa coavensd~l4^l8"J&hnai^l933^ consisted of the 

foUovthg scientists: H. ?, RoberteoS7 Lots"!-/, Alvarez, Lloyd V, 
Berknsr, S •“AV”Goudsaitx and Thornton Page pai^l concerned^ 
Itself >dth the evaluation of any po ss ib le thre at t o Ifatlcna l ‘ 
Secnrlty ty unidentified flying objects i _, The^aaelr=issued a 

dated IT January 1953* Ihla report vaa claasl fled Seerat . ~ 

2. The letters frca Leon Davidson and Donald Keyhce to the.- tt- 
DCI concerned -thsnselves prisiarily vitb Edvard J. Rmrcelt's book 

on Uoideatified Flying Cbjscts. At the tLra that the scleatific 

panel ret, Euppelt vas.a Captain=ln=tha.Alr^Force and attended the 
panel Geetings* Hit beck) hove ver, is concerned vlth the ideati- ^ 
ftcatloi of unidentified flying objects. JRuppelVs statessnts 
regarding the dssion of the panel are in error, Ee has led the 
reader to believe the panel’s nissioa vas to Identify the flying 
objects and to reke reca-=ssdatloQ3 on Esthods to further identify 
such objects. This is the basis for the apparant contradictions 
videb arose during the Ilike V7aHsce television Interview, This is 
also the basis for I-k*. mis^vlnss. • . 

3. In late October 1957, Jiajor Jesses P. Byrne of APCHf-XlA 
reifTested a declassified version of the panel report. Ihis 
office contacted each i^iSj&r of the panel and ea agreed upon, 
declassified version vas vrltten and sent to the Assistant Chief 
of Staff, Intelligence, Etepartaent of the Air Force on 20 December 
1957* vas the decision of all the panel laesbers and the CIA 
that vhlle no cenhar of the panel objected to the use of Ms name 
in connactlon vith the declassified version, they desired ’tbab no 
connection of the panel members vitb CIA be disclosed. 






• ABSIQZ^IXZ 






FROM : Chief, Applied Scleace Divlsioa, SI 



SUBJECT: Ccc32ent3 OQ Letters Dealing vltb Uoldeotified n.yiag CJbJects 

K3PEBSTICSS; (l) Letter to Directorji CIA, frca Leoa^ l^vldsoQ, dated 

11 1-Iarch 1958 . • 

(2) Letter to Director, CIA, frda Donald E. Keyboe, Director 
of Kationad laveatlgatioas Cccalttee on Aerial Phen<Eena 



1. As a remit of the action taken by the lAC on 4 Deceaber 
1952 ( LAC- M- 90, Paragraph 3^), a Scientific Intelligence Advisory^ 
Panel V33 coavensd l4-l8 J&snary 1953* The panel consisted of tha 
foUoviag scientists: H. ?, Robertson, Luis W. Alvarez, Lloyd V. 
Berknsr, S. A. Coudsaitj and Tbomtoa Page. The panel concerned 
itself "i/lth the evaluation of any possible threat to National 
Secnrlty hy uaidantifled flying objects, -iTbe panel issued a report 
dated 17 Jasumr 1953* I’hia report vas classined Secret. 



2. Ths letters frca. Leon Davidson and Donald Ksyhoe to ths.--- 
DCI concerned thenselves prlsiarlly with Edvard J. Rropelt's book 
on Unidentified Plying Cbjscts. At the tiire that the scientific 
panel ret, ihjppe It vas a Captain in the Air Force and attended the 
panel ceatinss. Eisibock, hovever, is concerned vlth the identl- 
fication of unidentified flyingrobjectsv^Reppelt's statenshta 
regarding the mission of the p^^el are in error* Ea has led“ the - 
reader to believe the panel's Blssloa vas to identify the flying 
objects and to Eake recanrendations on methods to further identify 
such objects. This is the b.^i^for^the apparent contrsdlctions 
vhich arose during the Mike VallacaJ^elevlsica Intorvlev. This is 
also the basis l^ybW's^l^vlh^. 



3. la late October^l957/ J'^^or Jeaea P. B^e of AFCHT-XIA 
reqfaested a declassified version of the panel report, This - - 



office contacted each i^sber of the panel and an agreed upon, 
declissiflod version vas vrltten and sent to the Assistant Chief 
of Staff, IntelUgeace , I^ paitsEeat ofz th^ Force on 20 Daceaber 
1957 • It vas the decision of aH the panel meaibars and the CIA 
that vhUe no cenberrof the panel^objeeted to the use of his name 
in connection vitb the declassified version, they desired ‘tbab nol 
connection of the panel membe ra vlth CIA be disclosed. 
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SUBJECT: Ccasenta oa Letters Dealing vitii Unidentified Slylng Cfejects 



U. It is apparent fraa i-eedlng I-£r. Davidson's letter that 
Mike Uallacelhad:<i cony of the eciei^tin<^panej. report. In 1 

addition, the association of CI.\ vith the US Mr Force in the 
galeetlca of the p anel v& s revealed d uring the televlsloa 
Intervlev. Therefore, t^ panel laaidoers have heea associated 
vith CIA, contrary to their vi she s and contrary to CIA's desires.^ = — 

5, The real Ihtent^f "tiia referenced letters is to obtain a 
copy of the -panel- report . In !vi®y of this , and of the above. It 
vonld be nost expe dient to send thea the d selan sifled yer8ion«^^^^==^ — 

In order to not reveal an assoclationjsetveen the panel menberSj 
and CIA, either the Air Force shoold ansver the letters or ve 
ehcold pV^ihit o the reci p ient s that ve obtained the — vt 

pans! repo^ froQ the M 
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REKS! 0? THS SC3Iini?I° 

• on . . .•... 

UnHElTOIFffiD FIiJfTlIO CSJECIS 

17 1953 v 



15 IE, und«.ten^ Ooo«lUat. «t et 

IR, cf .t^ «-™t to ovalooto tB«.t to_ 

security loood by omaontlitod nyioa CbJoct, ("flytos 
E««r."), «4 to mlM r«om«oaatloo; Tto r<^VhM recolved 

ts:, evMooc. oo pro«nt«4 by cosol«ot Cov.««ntsl O6»ool*», 

j,l=,rfly tb. b-oltod SUto. Air Force, eoi bo, rerfe^d a aelectloa- 

of 'b^t ~di>:tgaatg4 la<ddea t ^ ^ 

85 A, a reaolt of it, coclderatloa,, the Fan.l concl^: 

Bat tba-eeidaMS^Sreseatad en Voldattlf led ny jjS_-_ 

C 6 , 3 eot,-*ov; no icdlcatlbS tbat th„e pienfflcna coasrtltote— 
& dir«^ physic threat to national eecnrity* 

VO ftajly-beueve tiat ts,» 1, no rcsldma of case, 'Mcb Inaicatc, 






5sa vtiich ere attriontablo to forelga artifacts capahl^ of 



kostilo aXita, end that there ia no evidence that the phenc^o^ 
indtcate a need for th e revlaioa of cum nt scientific concepts* 

3; In the li^t of this conclosioa, the Panel rccce^eass 

«rhat th e n ati oaal s ecur ity a^nc ies take iKieaiata steps 
to strip the Uoideatlfied rOyinrObJects of the specif statns 
they have heea gi ven and t he oxg a of nystery they have 
uafortniiat^l^ ficqpdred* • * 







Vte eoassrt aia E$y !)« aoMevcd liy aa lntasrat<4 jrosraa 

aealenaa to «aas«« tho pd>Uo o( ths total lad< of ovl4oiMO of 



Ini^cal foKea beMnd thg pli«ncs^ 



/o/ Llovd y; J-gr^sr _ 



/fl/ h; Pi Ro^ertaoSi Ch alrsaa 



/fl/ SI Ai GoU'l^t 

**’■ g . * * iM u » _ ‘ jL • 



Br^khavetTKafilm Xaijcoratorlos 



/e / IMa WI Alv&reg 

of Caiiforaia 



— /a/ fborgtoa 

John Bop’^tina Uoiv^sity 
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